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MINIMUM  CLASS  I  PRICE  $5,05;  BLEND  PRICE  $4.39 

PRODUCER  DELIVERIES  TOTAL  3.9  BILLION  POUNDS;  UP  7.1  PERCENT 

CLASS  I  SALES  SLIGHTLY  LOWER  THAN  A  YEAR  EARLIER 


IN-AREA  WHOLE  MILK  SALES  OFF  3.2  PERCENT 
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EFFECTIVE  DATES  OF  FEDERAL  MILK  ORDERS 

On  January  1,  1962,  Federal  milk  orders  were  in 
effect  in  81  markets.  The  most  recently  established 
order  market  was  Eastern  Colorado,  which  became  regu¬ 
lated  November  1,  1961.  The  first  market  to  be  regu¬ 
lated  under  a  Federal  milk  order  was  St.  Louis,  which 
became  effective  on  February  1,  1936,  and  has  con¬ 
tinued  without  interruption  to  the  present  t^ne. 

See  table  1  for  a  ccanplete  list  of  orders  and  the 
date  each  order  became  effective. 
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MAJOR  ORDER  ACTIONS.  DECEMBER  1961 


Amendments ; 

New  York  (December  1).  Deals  exclusively  with  the  handling  of  bulk  tank  milk,  regulation  of  which 
would  be  by  "units"  rather  than  "plants"  as  at  present.  Deliveries  of  milk  -to  handlers  takes  place 
at  the  farm.  Each  unit  would  be  declared  by  the  handler  to  be  either  pool  or  nonpool.  Handler 
accounts  for  milk  at  class  prices  and  pays  bulk  tank  producers  at  prices  adjusted  by  freight  dif¬ 
ferentials  reflecting  location  of  the  farm  (point  of  delivery)  with  farms  zoned  by  townships. 

Other  minor  changes  to  conform  with  the  above  major  changes.  Amendment  sets  the  utilization  per¬ 
centages  for  calculating  Class  I-A  price  at  54.6  percent  for  the  month  of  October  1961,  and  at 
53.9  percent  plus  2.8  for  November  1961. 

North  Texa£  (December  1).  A  new  procedure  for  computing  supply-demand  adjustor.  After  the  first 
month  that  this  amendment  became  effective,  no  monthly  supply-demand  adjustment  of  less  than  4  cents 
is  made. 

Ohio  Valley  (Deconber  1).  Handler  status  to  cooperative  association  with  respect  to  members'  milk 
delivered  to  regulated  plants  in  tank  trucks  controlled  by  the  association,  if  it  elects  to  report 
as  a  handler  with  respect  to  such  milk.  Shrinlcage  provisions  also  modified. 

Oklahoma  Metropolitan  (December  1),  Amendment  modifies  the  classification  of  fortified  products  in 
Class  I.  Basic  test  changed  from  4.0  to  3.5  percent.  Deletes  local  plant  price  series  as  an 
alternative  in  the  basic  formula.  Fluid  differentials  lowered  to  $1.48,  April- June;  and  $1.88, 
July-March.  Supply-danand  provision  modified.  Change  in  Class  II  price  from  local  plant  price  to 
U.  S.  average  manufacturing  price  with  a  butter-cheese-powder  credit  of  10  cents,  March-August. 

Red  River  Valley  (December  1).  Basic  test  changed  from  4.0  to  3.5  percent.  Modification  of  quantity 
of  fortified  fluid  milk  products  in  Class  I.  Class  II  price  same  as  under  Order  No.  6. 

Suburban  St.  Louis  (December  1).  Amendment  requires  in-area  route  disposition  of  7,000  pounds  per  day 
or  not  less  than  20  percent  of  the  plant's  total  Class  I  milk,  whichever  is  less.  Class  I  price  is 
now  10  cents  less  for  plants  located  in  the  base  zone,  and  15  cents  less  for  plants  located  in 
the  northern  zone  than  the  St.  Louis  Class  I  price  in  the  0  to  30  mile  zone. 

Suspensions ; 

Inland  Bnpire  (December  1).  Limitation  on  diversions,  February- August  suspended  December  1,  1961, 
through  January  31,  1962. 

New  Or l^eans_  (December  1).  10-day  limit  on  diversions  by  a  supply  plant  suspended  during  December. 

teark^  (December  1).  Supply  plants  shipping  requirements  suspended  during  December. 
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FEDERAL  MILK  ORDER  MARKET  STATISTICS 


December  Highlights 


Class  I  sales.  Total  sales  of  Class  I  products  by  handlers  regulated  under  74 
Federal  milk  orders  1/  were  about  the  same  (down  0.6  percent)  this  month  as  in 
December  a  year  ago.  Increases  in  29  of  the  74  markets  were  offset  by  declines  in 
the  others,  especially  in  some  of  the  larger  markets;  Philadelphia  (-9.7  percent), 
Southern  Michigan  (-3.9  percent).  Northeastern  Ohio  (-5.4  percent),  Chicago 
(-7.0  percent),  and  St.  Louis  (-3.8  percent). 

Receipts  from  producers.  Producer  deliveries  continued  at  a  higher  level  ttian  a 
year  earlier.  Deliveries  this  month  to  handlers  in  the  74  markets  totaled  3.9 
billion  pounds,  an  increase  of  7.1  percent  over  deliveries  in  December  1960. 

Producer  deliveries  used  in  Class  I.  The  volume  of  producer  deliveries  used  in 
Class  I  has  been  higher  every  month  this  year  than  in  corresponding  months  a  year 
ago.  However,  this  month,  the  volume  of  milk  used  in  Class  I  was  0.9  percent 
lower  than  in  December  a  year  ago.  This  along  with  the  7.1  percent  increase  in 
producer  deliveries,  resulted  in  a  drop  in  the  Class  I  utilization  percentage. 

The  Class  I  utilization  percentage  was  62  percent  this  month,  five  points  below 
a  year  earlier. 

Minimum  prices.  Minimum  Class  I  prices  in  December  were  lower  in  68  of  the  74 
markets.  Declines  were  from  8  to  55  cents  per  hundredweight.  The  lower  Class  I 
prices  resulted  mainly  from  a  drop  in  the  Midwest  condensery  price  used  in  the 
basic  formulas  of  many  markets.  The  Midwest  condensery  price  in  December  1960 
was  $3.44,  the  highest  price  for  any  month  of  that  year.  The  condensery  price  in 
December  1961  was  $3.19,  or  25  cents  below  the  price  a  year  earlier.  Supply- 
demand  adjustments  were  also  a  factor  in  the  lower  level  of  Class  I  prices  compared 
to  a  year  ago. 

The  weighted  average  Class  I  price  for  the  74  markets  was  $5.05,  off  24  cents 
from  the  price  last  December.  The  lower  Class  I  price  and  Class  I  utilization 
percentage  dropped  the  weighted  average  minimum  blend  price  from  $4.62  to  $4.39. 

Whole  milk  sales.  Based  on  preliminary  data,  sales  of  whole  milk  in  65  defined 
marketing  areas  for  which  comparable  data  were  available  were  3.2  percent  lower 
this  month  than  sales  in  December  a  year  ago.  Complete  in-area  sales  data  for 
November  are  shown  in  table  6. 


1!  Markets  in  which  orders  have  been  in  effect  continuously  since  January  1,  1960. 
Data  are  comparable,  except  for  the  influence  of  marketing  area  changes  from  one 
year  to  the  next  in  a  few  markets. 
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Table  1.- -Federal  milk  marketing  orders  in  effect  on  January  1,  1962,  with  number  assigned  each  order 
in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (new  and  old  order  number)  and  date  on  which  pricing  provisions 
of  each  order  became  effective 


Milk  Marketing  Order 

New 

Old 

Order 

Number 

Data 

Effective 

CFR-Chapter  7 
Part  Number 

Order 

Number 

Appalachian,  Tenn.-Va.-W.Va.-Ky . 

1011 

11 

23 

3-  1-61 

Merger  of:  Appalachian,  Tenn.-Va.-Ky . 

23 

11-  1-54 

Bluefield,  W.Va.-Va . 

112 

11-  1-56 

Austln-Waco,  Texas  . 

1129 

129 

52 

2-  1-55 

Black  Hills,  S.  Dak.  .  . 

1075 

75 

17 

8-  1-54 

Boston,  Mass, . 

1001 

1 

4 

7-  1-59 

Merger  of:  Boston,  Mass . 

4 

8-  1-37 

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass. 

(Lowell-Lawrence  until  4-1-54)  . 

34 

2-12-39 

Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City,  Iowa . ^ . 

1070 

70 

31 

9-  1-51 

Central  Arizona . 

1131 

131 

104 

12-  1-55 

Central  Arkansas  . 

1108 

108 

8 

12-  1-55 

Central  Mississippi . 

1103 

103 

87 

11-  1-54 

Central  West  Texas  . 

1128 

128 

82 

12-  1-52 

Chattanooga,  Tenn . 

1090 

90 

100 

9-  1-56 

Chicago,  Ill.-Ind . 

1030 

30 

41 

7-  1-51 

Merger  of:  Chicago,  Ill.-Ind . 

41 

9-  1-39 

69 

9-  1-44 

Cincinnati,  Ohio-Ky . 

1033 

33 

65 

11-23-42 

Clarksburg,  W.  Va . 

1009 

9 

109 

11-  1-55 

Colorado  Springs-Pueblo,  Colo . 

1135 

135 

94 

2-  1-59 

Columbus,  Ohio  . 

1035 

35 

74 

2-  1-46 

Connecticut . 

1015 

15 

119 

4-  1-59 

Corpus  Chrlstl,  Texas . 

1130 

130 

98 

7-  1-55 

Dayton-Springf ield,  Ohio  . 

1034 

34 

71 

7-  1-45 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  . 

1079 

79 

123 

10-  1-58 

Duluth-Superior,  Minn.-Wis . 

1069 

69 

54 

5-  5-41 

Eastern  Colorado  . 

1137 

137 

1 

11-  1-61 

Eastern  South  Dakota  .  ,  .  , 

1076 

76 

29 

5-  1-55 

Fort  Smith,  Ark . 

1102 

102 

76 

9-  1-52 

Fort  Wayne,  Ind . 

1047 

47 

32 

10-15-38 

Great  Basin,  Utah-Nev. -Wyo . 

1136 

136 

63 

11-  1-59 

Indianapolis,  Ind . . . 

1049 

49 

125 

3-  1-61 

Inland  Empire,  Wash. -Idaho  . 

1133 

133 

108 

4-  1-56 

Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans . 

1064 

64 

13 

10-  1-57 

Merger  of:  Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans . 

13 

12-  1-36 

Topeka,  Kans . 

80 

1-  1-48 

Knoxville,  Tenn . 

1101 

101 

88 

8-  1-49 

Louisville-Lexington,  Ky.-Ind.  (Louisville,  Ky., until  3-1-60) 

1095 

95 

46 

4-  1-40 

Memphis,  Tenn. -Miss. -Ark . 

1097 

97 

18 

10-  1-50 

Michigan  Upper  Peninsula,  Mlch.-Wis . 

1044 

44 

111 

12-  1-58 

Milwaukee,  Wis . 

1039 

39 

7 

12-  1-50 

Minneapolis-St,  Paul,  Minn . 

1068 

68 

73 

11-  3-45 

Mississippi  Delta . 

1105 

105 

5 

11-  1-58 

Mississippi  Gulf  Coast  . 

1107 

107 

114 

1-  1-59 

Muskegon,  Mich . 

1042 

42 

85 

10-  1-53 

Nashville,  Tenn.-Ky . . 

1098 

98 

78 

12-  1-47 

Nebraska-Western  Iowa . 

1065 

65 

35 

11-  1-61 

Merger  of:  Omaha-Lincoln-Council  Bluffs,  Nebr.-Iowa 

(Omaha-Council  Bluffs  until  9-1-52) . 

35 

4-  5-59 

Platte  Valley,  Nebr . 

113 

5-  1-57 

Neosho  Valley,  Kans. -Mo . 

1071 

71 

28 

12-  1-51 

New  Orleans,  La . 

1094 

94 

42 

10-  1-39 

New  York-New  Jersey  (New  York,  N.  Y.,  until  8-1-57) . 

1002 

2 

27 

7-  1-39 

North  Central  Iowa  . 

1078 

78 

105 

11-  1-57 

North  Central  Ohio  (Lima,  Ohio  until  7-1-57)  . 

1037 

37 

95 

8-  1-49 

1126 

126 

43 

10-  1-51 

Northeastern  Ohio . 

1036 

36 

75 

8-  1-59 

Merger  of:  Cleveland,  Ohio . 

75 

8-  1-46 

Akron-Stark  County,  Ohio  . 

60 

2-  1-57 

Merger  of:  Akron,  Ohio . 

60 

2-  1-55 

Stark  County,  Ohio  . 

63 

12-  1-52 
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EFFECTIVE  DATES  AND  ORDER  NUMBERS  OF  FEDERAL  MILK  ORDERS 


The  number  of  Federal  milk  orders  has  outgrown  the  space  assigned  to  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations; 
thus,  the  office  of  the  Federal  Register  has  found  It  necessary  to  change  the  part  numbers  assigned  to 
Federal  milk  orders.  Order  numbers  assigned  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  have  also  been  changed  to 
conform  to  the  change  In  part  numbers.  These  changes  In  part  and  order  numbers  are  effective  as  of 
January  1,  1962. 

The  81  Federal  milk  marketing  orders  which  were  In  effect  January  1,  1962,  along  with  their  new  part  and 
old  and  new  order  numbers,  and  the  dates  such  orders  first  became  effective  are  shown  on  table  1.  Also 
shown  are  markets  which  have  been  merged,  along  with  the  effective  dates  of  the  original  separate  orders 
and  the  dates  of  the  mergers. 


Table  1.- -Federal  milk  marketing  orders  In  effect  on  January  1,  1962,  with  number  assigned  each  order 
In  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (new  and  old  order  number)  and  date  on  which  pricing  provisions 
of  each  order  became  effective  -Continued 


Milk  Marketing  Order 

New 

Old 

Order 

Number 

Date 

Effective 

CFR-Chapter  7 
Part  Number 

Order 

Number 

Northeastern  Wisconsin . 

1045 

45 

116 

12-  1-58 

Northern  Louisiana  (Shreveport,  La.,  until  8-1-58) . 

1096 

96 

66 

4-  1-55 

Ohio  Valley,  Ind.-Ky . . . 

1046 

46 

124 

3-  1-60 

Oklahoma  Metropolitan  .  .  . 

1106 

106 

6 

5-  1-57 

Merger  of:  Oklahoma  City,  Okla . 

5 

5-  1-50 

Tulsa-Muskogee ,  Okla . 

6 

8-  1-53 

Merger  of:  Tulsa,  Okla . 

6 

5-  1-50 

Muskogee,  Okla . 

29 

7-  1-51 

Ozarks,  Mo. -Ark.  (Springfield,  Mo.,  until  8-1-54)  . 

1067 

67 

21 

3-  1-51 

Paducah,  Ky . 

1099 

99 

77 

1-  1-48 

Philadelphia,  Pa . 

1004 

4 

61 

4-  1-42 

Puget  Sound,  Wash . 

1125 

125 

25 

6-  1-51 

Quad  Cities-Dubuque ,  Iowa-Ill . 

1063 

63 

44 

1-  1-61 

Merger  of:  Dubuque,  Iowa-Ill . 

12 

10-  1-36 

Quad  Cities,  Ill. -Iowa . 

44 

12-  1-51 

Merger  of:  Quad  Cities,  Ill. -Iowa . 

44 

2-  1-40 

Clinton,  Iowa  . 

70 

10-  1-44 

Red  River  Valley,  Texas-Okla . 

1104 

104 

86 

11-  1-58 

Rockf ord-Freeport ,  Ill . 

1038 

38 

91 

9-  1-49 

St.  Joseph,  Mo.-Kans . 

1061 

61 

15 

10-  1-61 

St.  Louis,  Mo. -Ill . 

1062 

62 

3 

2-  1-36 

San  Antonio,  Texas . . . 

1127 

127 

49 

7-  1-52 

Sioux  City,  lowa-Nebr . -S .  Dak . 

1066 

66 

48 

4-16-40 

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell ,  S.  Dak . 

1072 

72 

56 

9-  1-52 

South  Bend-LaPorte-Elkhart,Ind,  (S ,Bend-LaPorte  until  8-1-58) 

1031 

31 

67 

12-  1-47 

Merger  of:  LaPorte  County,  Ind . 

20 

11-13-37 

St.  Joseph  County,  Ind . 

67 

7-  1-43 

Southeastern  Florida . 

1013 

13 

118 

9-  1-57 

Southeastern  New  England,  R.  I. -Mass . 

1014 

14 

90 

1-  1-59 

Southern  Michigan  (Detroit,  Mich.,  until  2-1-60) . 

1040 

40 

24 

9-  1-51 

Southwest  Kansas . 

1074 

74 

19 

7-  1-54 

Springfield,  Mass . . . 

1006 

6 

96 

1-  1-50 

Suburban  St.  Louis,  Ill . . . 

1032 

32 

47 

6-  1-60 

Texas  Panhandle,  Texas-Okla..  ...  . 

1132 

132 

11 

2-  1-56 

Toledo,  Ohio-Mich..  .  . 

1041 

41 

30 

9-16-38 

Tri-State,  W.  Va.-Ky.-Ohio . 

1005 

5 

72 

8-  1-45 

Upper  Chesapeake  Bay,  Md . .  . 

1016 

16 

127 

2-  1-60 

Upstate  Michigan . 

1043 

43 

16 

11-  1-55 

Washington,  D.  C.-Va.-Md . . . 

1003 

3 

2 

7-  1-59 

Western  Colorado . 

1134 

134 

80 

12-  1-58 

Wheeling,  W.  Va.-Ohio  . 

1008 

8 

102 

11-  1-55 

Wichita,  Kans . 

1073 

73 

68 

6-  1-44 

Wilmington,  Del . 

1010 

10 

110 

6-16-56 

Worcester,  Mass . 

1007 

7 

99 

1-  1-50 

Youngstown-Warren ,  Ohio  . 

1048 

48 

60 

8-  1-61 
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Table  2.--Kxmiber  of  producers,  average  daily  deliveries  of  milk  per  producer,  and  average  percentage  of  butter- 
fat  in  such  milk.  Federal  order  markets,  December  I961,  with  coii5)arisons 


Number 

of  producers 

Daily  deliveries 
per  producer 

Average  butterfat  percentage 

Market 

Dec.  1961 

1  Change  from 

1  Dec ,  i960 

Dec.  1961 

]  Change  from 
[  Dec.  i960 

December 

1961 

;  1955 

Number 

Number 

Pounds 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

HEll  ENGLAND 

Boston 

9,1182 

-136 

558 

/13.9 

1/ 

3.95 

Springfield 

81A 

-  61 

601 

-  2.0 

1/ 

3.86 

Worcester 

750 

-471 

638 

/  8.5 

1/ 

3-85 

Southeastern  N. England 

2,129 

-254 

828 

/  9.7 

3.74 

3.77 

Connecticut 

3,023 

-Il4 

952 

/  4.5 

3.76 

3.78 

Group  ^ 

16,228 

-1,036 

673 

TTl, 

3T74 

3-77 

MIDDLE  ATLANTIC 

New  York-New  Jersey 

*17,153 

-1,394 

598 

/  7.2 

3.67 

3.66 

Philadelphia 

6,162 

-1,017 

670 

/lO.O 

3.87 

3.87 

Group  ^ 

53,315 

-2,411 

7T3 

3.70 

JTSg 

SOUTH  ATLANTIC 

Wilmington 

717 

/51O 

834 

-  3.9 

3.82 

3.79 

Upper  ChesapeaJce  Bay 

2,31+9 

/  49 

779 

/  9.6 

3.93 

3.89 

Washington,  D.  C. 

2,320 

-  33 

1,121 

/  7.2 

3.85 

3.83 

Wheeling 

96I1 

-  86 

458 

/18.0 

3.97 

3.93 

Clarksburg 

3*+3 

-ll4 

507 

/23.7 

3.92 

4.05 

Tri-State 

1,533 

-  39 

447 

/lO.l 

3.90 

3.95 

Appalachian 

880 

-  31 

722 

/11.4 

3.90 

3.91 

Southeastern  Florida 

93 

-  9 

15,150 

/  8.7 

4.00 

4.03 

Group  2/ 

6,850 

7195 

955 

7T^ 

3.90 

3-91 

EAST  WORTH  CENTRAL 
Eastern  Group 

Upstate  Michigan 

262 

-  4 

605 

/19.8 

3.79 

3.80 

Muskegon 

422 

765 

/15.9 

3.74 

3.72 

Southern  Michigan 

ll+,093 

/  32 

670 

/13.0 

3.75 

3-75 

Toledo 

1,114 

-  54 

846 

/12.1 

3.88 

3.91 

Northeastern  Ohio 

8,504 

-374 

554 

/12.1 

3.83 

3.82 

Y  omgstovm-Warren 

1,115 

— 

601 

— 

3.80 

— 

North  Central  Ohio 

1,088 

-i4o 

643 

/13.8 

3.97 

3.98 

Columbus 

1,329 

-216 

799 

/32.5 

3.98 

3.97 

Dayton-Springfleld 

1,768 

-170 

698 

/12.0 

3.99 

4.01 

Cincinnati 

3,813 

-l4o 

422 

/14.1 

3-89 

3.91 

Group  2/ 

Western  Group 

32,393 

-1.058 

S23 

3.82 

3TB2 

/lO.l 

3.80 

Midi,  upper  Peninsula 

665 

-  23 

479 

3.78 

Northeastern  Wisconsin 

1,429 

/  85 

858 

/10.9 

3.76 

3.73 

Milwaulcee 

2,187 

/251 

919 

/i4.2 

3-79 

3-78 

Rockford-Freeport 

243 

/  48 

874 

/12.6 

3.74 

3.77 

Chicago 

18,350 

-501 

874 

/13.2 

3.71 

3.71 

S .  Bend-LaPorte  -EUdiart 

707 

-419 

745 

/  5.4 

3-95 

4.01 

Fort  Wayne 

924 

/  63 

559 

/44.4 

3.97 

3.96 

Ohio  Valley 

1,179 

/187 

520 

/  4.4 

3.97 

3.99 

Indianapolis 

4,297 

— 

540 

— 

4.01 

— 

Suburban  St.  Louis 

1,738 

/i45 

512 

/14.0 

3.89 

3.86 

Group  2/ 

WEST  WORTH  CENTRAL 
Northern  Group 
Duluth-Superior 

24,505 

- ^ - 

851 

A4.1 

3.73 

3.74 

996 

-  85 

454 

/  6.1 

3.90 

3.88 

Minneapolis -St.  Paul 

3,714 

/331 

805 

/  3-7 

3.71 

3.72 

Eastern  South  Dalcota 

130 

/  8 

839 

/  5-7 

3-52 

3.49 

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell 

313 

-  6 

881 

/  8.8 

3.71 

3.62 

Black  Hills 

119 

/  2 

1,038 

-  .5 

3-75 

3.72 

North  Central  lo'vmi 

846 

-  60 

895 

/  5.9 

3.78 

3.80 

Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City 

791 

/  79 

717 

/  9.0 

3.89 

3.89 

Quad  Cities-Dubuque 

770 

/  16 

785 

/  8.3 

3.84 

3.87 

Des  Moines 

1,052 

/  26 

771 

/1I.7 

3.81 

3-85 

Sioux  City 

176 

-  1 

1,000 

/  3.1 

3.80 

3.72 

Nebraska-Western  Ioto 

1,753 

/  56 

786 

/1I.3 

3.84 

AI2 

Group  2/ 

10,660 

/366 

77I 

s/FB" 

3.78 

Continued 
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Table  2. — Number  of  producers,  average  dally  deliveries  of  mlUc  per  producer,  and  average  percentage  of  butter- 
fat  ill  such  milk.  Federal  order  markets,  December  I961,  with  comparisons  -Continued 


Number 

of  producers 

Daily  deliveries 
per  producer 

Average  butterfat  percentage 

Market 

Dec.  1961 

.  Cliange  from 
:  Dec.  i960 

Dec.  1961 

!  Change  from 
!  Dec.  i960 

December 

1961 

i  i960 

Number 

Number 

Pounds 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

\fflST  NORTH  CENT.  -Con. 
Southern  Group 

St.  Joseph 

k71 

804 

3.83 

St.  Louis 

3,021 

-  77 

637 

/11.2 

3-97 

4.01 

Ozarks 

1,13H 

/102 

515 

/20.6 

4.27 

4.38 

Kansas  City 

2,587 

-235 

778 

/II.9 

3.83 

3.82 

Neosho  Valley 

619 

-  67 

659 

/16.6 

3.92 

3.96 

Wichita 

9^+3 

-  16 

864 

/13.2 

3.86 

3.80 

Southirest  Kansas 

19iv 

-  18 

996 

/20.0 

3.98 

3.86 

Group  ^ 

8,lf98 

-311 

69? 

/5572 

3.93 

3^ 

EAST  SOUTH  CENTRAL 
Louisvllle-Lexington 

2,327 

/  30 

612 

/  8.3 

3.88 

3.91 

Paducah 

504 

-  35 

469 

/ 1-1 

4.26 

4.28 

Nashville 

1,379 

-119 

626 

/12.4 

4.13 

4.21 

Men^ihis 

1,098 

/129 

710 

/IL.I 

4.16 

4.29 

Knoxville 

829 

-  82 

646 

/18.1 

4.01 

4.00 

Chattanooga 

685 

-  8 

696 

/  9-3 

4.41 

4.47 

Mississippi  Delta 

4oo 

/  28 

734 

/  2.2 

4.47 

4.52 

Central  Mississippi 

824 

-  62 

674 

/  5.6 

4.30 

4.33 

Mississippi  Gulf  Coast 

484 

/  30 

466 

/  8.6 

4.36 

4.45 

Group  ^ 

8.530 

-  89 

7T?3 

4.13 

4.19 

IffiST  SOUTH  CENTRAL 

Northern  Group 

Central  Arlcansas 

891 

-121 

710 

/  7.3 

4.08 

4.16 

Fort  Smith 

218 

/  7 

673 

/16.8 

4.08 

4.06 

Oklahoma  Metropolitan 

2,289 

-  76 

680 

/  9.3 

3.91 

3.91 

Red  River  Valley 

523 

-  34 

957 

/13-5 

3.86 

3.90 

Texas  Panhandle 

476 

-  14 

1,099 

/20.O 

3.90 

3.89 

Group  2/ 

^238 

738 

/I2.3 

3.94 

3T96 

Southern  Group 

Northern  Louisiana 

535 

-  22 

891 

/  6.2 

4.35 

4.42 

New  Orleans 

1,995 

-  84 

605 

/10.6 

4.27 

4.30 

North  Texas 

2,563 

-  14 

1,030 

/  7.9 

4.05 

4.12 

Central  West  Texas 

401 

-  71 

1,173 

/l4.0 

3.99 

4.09 

Austin-Waco 

378 

/  55 

1,152 

/  7.6 

3-92 

3-97 

San  Antonio 

471 

-100 

1,419 

/18.9 

3.81 

3.90 

Corpus  Christ! 

350 

-  16 

1,239 

/lO.O 

4.34 

4.51 

Group  2/ 

-253 

938 

i  9.2 

4.10 

lulT 

MOUNTAIN 

Eastern  Colorado 

1,409 

908 

3.79 

Great  Basin 

1,280 

-  28 

866 

/  8.9 

3.82 

3.87 

Westeni  Colorado 

104 

-  12 

904 

/11.6 

3.97 

3.95 

Colo.  Sprlngs-Pueblo 

371 

-  9 

778 

-  1.6 

3.75 

3.79 

Central  Arizona 

339 

-  35 

3,6i4 

/13.3 

3.77 

3.76 

Group  2/ 

27095” 

-  84 

1,297 

/  7.5 

3. 80 

PACIFIC 

Puget  Sound 

3,190 

-  82 

973 

/11.7 

4.14 

4.15 

Inland  Enpire 

613 

-  44 

712 

/  1-9 

4,13 

4.11 

Group  Z] 

3,803 

-126 

931 

A0.6 

4.l4 

4.i4 

Conparable  markets  2/ 

177,966 

-5,538 

708 

/10.5 

^3-82 

3/3.82 

All  markets 

190,524 

... 

704 

... 

... 

... 

\l  Data  not  available. 

^  Based  on  markets  effective  as  of  January  1,  i960.  Excludes  Upper  Chesapeake  Bay,  Youngstown-Warren, 
Ohio  Valley,  Indianapolis,  Suburban  St.  Louis,  St.  Joseph,  and  Eastern  Colorado. 

^  Weighted  average  of  comparable  markets  except  Boston,  Springfield,  Worcester,  and  Connecticut. 
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Table  3. --Federal  milk  order  minimum  Class  I  and  market  average  blend  prices  for  milk  of  3.5  percent  butterfat  content, 
f.o.b.  market  or  other  indicated  point,  receipts  of  milk  from  producers,  and  producer  milk  in  Class  I 
December  1961,  with  comparisons 


Class  I  price 

Blend 

price 

Receipts 

producers 

from 

Producer  milk  in 

Class 

I 

: Change 

: Change  : 

Percentage 

Dec . 

Dec . 

Dec . 

Dec . 

Dec . 

:from 

Dec . 

:from  : 

of  receipts 

1961 

1960 

1961 

1960 

1961 

iDec. 

1961 

:Dec .  : 

Dec . 

Dec. 

:1960 

:1960  : 

1961 

1960 

Dollars  per  100  lb 

1,000  lb. 

Pet. 

1,000  lb. 

Pet. 

Percent 

NEW  ENGLAND 

Boston 

1/5.70 

1/5.92 

1/4.71 

1/4.96 

163,930 

+12.3 

98,962 

+  7.6 

60 

63 

Springfield 

6.24 

6.46 

5.48 

5.81 

15,735 

-  8.4 

11,405 

-12.3 

72 

76 

Worcester 

6.24 

6.46 

5.76 

5.93 

14,842 

-33.3 

11,384 

-31.0 

77 

74 

Southeastern  N. England 

6.24 

6.46 

5.68 

5.86 

54,678 

-  2.0 

38,318 

-  1.8 

70 

70 

Connecticut 

6.23 

6.45 

5.63 

5.88 

89.217 

+  .7 

68.237 

-  2.9 

76 

79 

Group  U 

6.00 

6.24 

5.19 

5.47 

338.402 

+  2.6 

228.306 

-  1.1 

67 

70 

MIDDLE  ATLANTIC 

New  York-New  Jersey 

1/5.62 

1/6.01 

1/4.44 

1/4.66 

873,643 

+  4.0 

456,569 

-  .6 

52 

55 

Philadelphia 

3/6.05 

3/5.75 

3/5.35 

3/5.21 

127,951 

-  5.6 

96,679 

-10.2 

76 

79 

Group  2/ 

5.70 

5.96 

4.56 

4.74 

1,001,594 

+  2.7 

553.248 

-  2.4 

55 

58 

SOUTH  ATLANTIC 

Wilmington 

5.90 

5.64 

5.26 

5.39 

18,532 

+232.6 

13,982 

+177.1 

75 

91 

Upper  Chesapeake  Bay 

5.55 

5.55 

4.91 

5.01 

56,699 

+11.9 

41,850 

+  7.3 

74 

77 

Washington,  D.  C. 

5.55 

5.55 

4.77 

4.87 

80,613 

+  5.7 

54,709 

-  1.6 

68 

73 

V/heeling 

4.99 

5.28 

4.62 

5.04 

13,699 

+  8.4 

10,867 

+  .1 

79 

86 

Clarksburg 

5.34 

5.43 

5.10 

5.16 

5,387 

-  7.2 

4,751 

-  5.9 

88 

87 

Tri-State 

4/5.02 

4/5.34 

4.73 

5.15 

21,234 

+  7.3 

18,965 

+  .4 

89 

95 

Appalachian 

5.38 

5.50 

5.15 

5.13 

19,697 

+  7.5 

17,018 

+  7.8 

86 

86 

Southeastern  Florida 

6.36 

6.30 

5.86 

5.72 

43.679 

-  .9 

35.739 

+  1.2 

82 

80 

Group  2/ 

5.64 

5.68 

5.08 

5.17 

202,841 

+11.2 

156,031 

+  6.5 

77 

80 

EAST  NORTH  CENTRAL 

Eastern  Group 

Upstate  Michigan 

4.66 

4.89 

4.02 

4  .46 

4,916 

+18.1 

2,955 

-  4.2 

60 

74 

Muskegon 

4.62 

4.84 

4.02 

4.41 

10,014 

+18.2 

6,307 

+  2.1 

63 

73 

Southern  Michigan 

4.40 

4.85 

3.95 

4.45 

292,680 

+13.2 

174,547 

-  3.9 

60 

70 

Toledo 

4.56 

5.09 

4.26 

4.81 

29,227 

+  6.9 

22,585 

-  .6 

77 

83 

Northeastern  Ohio 

5/4.76 

5/5.11 

5/4.21 

5/4.65 

145,993 

+  7.4 

89,783 

-  5.4 

61 

70 

Youngs  to^vn- Warren 

4.86 

— 

4.55 

— 

20,775 

— 

16,975 

— 

82 

— 

North  Central  Ohio 

6/4.42 

6/4.77 

4.15 

4.57 

21,678 

+  .8 

16,125 

-  9.1 

74 

82 

Columbus 

4.60 

4.78 

4.61 

4.79 

32,917 

+14.0 

25,676 

+11.4 

78 

80 

Dayton- Springfield 

4.54 

4.70 

4.45 

4.54 

38,277 

+  2.3 

27,601 

-  1.5 

72 

75 

Cincinnati 

4.87 

5.00 

4.81 

4.86 

49.860 

+  9.8 

36.656 

+  7.9 

74 

75 

Group  2/ 

4.56 

4.92 

4.17 

4.58 

625.562 

+10.2 

402.235 

-  2.2 

64 

72 

Western  Group 

Mich.  Upper  Peninsula 

7/4.36 

7/4.55 

3.97 

4.17 

9,880 

+  6.5 

7,355 

-  1.8 

74 

81 

Northeastern  Wisconsin 

8/3.95 

8/4.14 

8/3.64 

8/3.87 

38,030 

+17.9 

23,038 

-  1.7 

61 

73 

Milwaukee 

3.83 

4.04 

3.70 

3.97 

62,263 

+29.2 

47,048 

+16.0 

76 

84 

Rockford-Freeport 

9/3.99 

9/4.10 

3.84 

4.06 

6,583 

+40.2 

5,183 

+19.9 

79 

92 

Chicago 

10/3.97 

10/4.08 

10/3.66 

10/3.64 

496,998 

+10.8 

194,043 

-  6.2 

39 

46 

S . Bend- LaPor  te- Elkhart 

4.29 

4.54 

4.00 

4.34 

16,331 

-33.9 

11,801 

-38.5 

72 

78 

Fort  Wayne 

4.41 

4.75 

4.14 

4.16 

16,002 

+54.9 

12,480 

+92.0 

78 

63 

Ohio  Valley 

4.64 

4.76 

4.38 

4.58 

18,993 

+23.9 

15,127 

+14.8 

80 

86 

Indianapolis 

11/4.57 

— 

11/4.69 

— 

71,916 

— 

55,907 

— 

78 

— 

Suburban  St.  Louis 

11/4.35 

n/4.54 

lJ/4.28 

11/4.50 

27,562 

+24.4 

21,981 

+12.8 

80 

88 

Group  2/ 

3.99 

4.13 

3.69 

3.73 

646,087 

+11.8 

300.948 

-  2.4 

47 

53 

WEST  NORTH  CENTRAL 

Northern  Group 

Duluth- Superior 

3.96 

4.15 

3.57 

3.62 

14,021 

-  2.1 

7,640 

-  4.7 

54 

56 

Minneapolis- St.  Paul 

3.86 

4.16 

3.68 

3.84 

92,713 

+14.0 

55,872 

+  3.5 

60 

66 

Eastern  South  Dakota 

4.61 

4.80 

4.17 

4.46 

3,382 

+12.6 

2,420 

+  3.0 

72 

78 

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell 

4.45 

4.40 

4.10 

4.11 

8,548 

+  6.7 

6,395 

+  1.6 

75 

79 

Black  Hills 

5.36 

5.55 

4.93 

4.98 

3,828 

+  1.2 

3,043 

+  5.5 

79 

76 

North  Central  Iowa 

]jy4.i2 

11/4.23 

11/3.97 

11/4,17 

23,480 

-  1.0 

18,795 

-12.9 

80 

91 

Cedar  Rapids- Iowa  City 

4.12 

4.23 

3.83 

4.07 

17,580 

+21.1 

11,516 

-  3.4 

56 

82 

Quad  Cities-Dubuque 

12/4.17 

4.26 

12/3.91 

4.14 

18,744 

+10.6 

13,167 

+  1.8 

70 

76 

Des  Moines 

13/4.46 

1^4.55 

13/4.17 

13/4.36 

25,138 

+14.5 

18,303 

+  1.4 

73 

82 

Sioux  City 

4.71 

4.79 

4.16 

4,35 

5,456 

+  2.6 

3,698 

-  8.9 

68 

76 

Nebraslca-Westem  Iowa 

4.71 

4.79 

4.39 

4.46 

42,735 

+15.1 

33,175 

+10.6 

78 

81 

Group 

4.23 

4.39 

3.94 

4.09 

255.625 

+11.1 

174.024 

+  1.2 

68 

75 

Continued 
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Table  3, — Federal  milk  order  minimum  Class  I  and  market  average  blend  prices  for  milk  of  3.5  percent  butterfat  content, 
f.o.b.  market  or  other  indicated  point,  receipts  of  milk  from  producers,  and  producer  milk  in  Class  I, 

December  1961,  with  comparisons  -Continued 


Market 

Class  I 

price 

Blend 

price 

Receipts 

producers 

from 

Producer 

milk  in 

Class 

I 

Dec.  : 

1961  : 

Dec . 

1960 

Dec . 

1961 

Dec . 

1960 

Dec . 

1961 

: Change 
!from 
!Dec . 
:1960 

Dec . 

1961 

Change  : 
from  : 
Dec.  : 
1960 

Percentage 
of  receipts 

Dec .  :  Dec  • 
1961  :  1960 

Dollars  per  100  lb. 

1,000  lb. 

Pet. 

1.000  lb. 

Pet. 

Percent 

WEST  NORTH  CENT.  -Con. 

Southern  Group 

St.  Joseph 

4.30 

— 

4.14 

— 

11,738 

— 

10,074 

— 

86 

— 

St.  Louis 

4.45 

4.64 

4.39 

4.63 

59,643 

+  8.4 

46,585 

+  .3 

78 

84 

Ozarks 

14/4.18 

14/4.37 

14/4.07 

14/4.41 

18,119 

+32.7 

12,878 

+15.1 

71 

82 

Kansas  City 

4.40 

4.80 

4.01 

4.32 

62,371 

+  2.6 

41,209 

-  2.5 

66 

69 

Neosho  Valley 

4.69 

4.82 

4.16 

4.30 

12,639 

+  5.2 

8,100 

+11.4 

64 

61 

Wichita 

4.71 

4.94 

4.16 

4.48 

24,944 

+10.3 

15,461 

-  3.2 

62 

71 

Southwest  Kansas 

4.70 

5.15 

4.16 

4.69 

5,935 

+  9.5 

3,919 

-  5.7 

66 

77 

Group  2/ 

4 ,46 

4.73 

4.17 

4.46 

183.651 

+  8.3 

128.152 

+  .7 

70 

75 

EAST  SOUTH  CENTRAL 

Louisville- Lexington 

4.37 

4.91 

4.54 

5.04 

44,146 

+  9.6 

30,726 

-  2.9 

70 

79 

Paducah 

4.71 

4.90 

4.67 

4.87 

7,329 

-  5.4 

6,880 

-  6.4 

94 

95 

Nashville 

4.60 

4.98 

4.24 

4.63 

26,744 

+  3.4 

20,732 

-  1.1 

78 

81 

Manphis 

15/5.12 

15/5.36 

15/5.04 

15/5.26 

22,052 

+20.5 

20,884 

+20.1 

95 

95 

Knoxville 

4.70 

4.87 

4.30 

4.60 

16,608 

+  7.4 

12,695 

-  3.2 

76 

85 

Chattanooga 

4.70 

4.89 

4.28 

4.46 

14,776 

+  7.9 

10,782 

+  1.9 

73 

77 

Mississippi  Delta 

16/5.26 

16/5.49 

16/4.72 

16/5.10 

9,107 

+11.7 

6,981 

+  2.8 

77 

83 

Central  Mississippi 

17/5.42 

17/5.65 

17/4.66 

17/4.99 

17,212 

+  .7 

11,831 

-  7.2 

69 

75 

Mississippi  Gulf  Coast 

18/5.52 

18/5.75 

18/4.68 

li/5.06 

6,998 

+18.1 

4,655 

+  6.4 

67 

74 

Group  2_/ 

4.80 

5.11 

4.54 

4.89 

164,972 

+  8.2 

126.166 

+  1.0 

76 

82 

WEST  SOUTH  CENTRAL 

Northern  Group 

Central  Arkansas 

19/5.12 

19/5.36 

19/4.93 

19/5.18 

16,532 

-  1.9 

14,996 

-  3.5 

91 

92 

Fort  Smith 

5.13 

5.36 

4.90 

5.18 

4,015 

+15.4 

3,616 

+11.2 

90 

93 

Oklahoma  Metropolitan 

20/5.02 

20/5.16 

20/4.50 

20/4.68 

48,245 

+  5.8 

34,355 

-  3.2 

71 

78 

Red  River  Valley 

21/5.17 

21/5.30 

21/4.64 

21/4.86 

15,521 

+  6.7 

11,413 

-  2.5 

74 

80 

Texas  Panhandle 

5.44 

5.67 

4.66 

5.17 

16.219 

+16.6 

10.707 

-  4.8 

66 

81 

Group  2/ 

5.13 

5.30 

4.63 

4.89 

100,532 

+  6.5 

75,087 

-  2.8 

75 

82 

Southern  Group 

Northern  Louisiana 

22/5.56 

22/5.92 

22/5.19 

22/5.41 

14,771 

+  2.0 

12,542 

+  4.6 

85 

83 

New  Orleans 

2^5.52 

23/6.07 

23/4.68 

23/5.12 

37,434 

+  6.2 

22,879 

-  .8 

61 

65 

North  Texas 

5.21 

5.54 

4.62 

4.99 

81,867 

+  7.4 

57,248 

-  2.6 

70 

77 

Central  West  Texas 

24/5.46 

24/5.80 

24/5.12 

24/5.44 

14,580 

-  3.2 

12,581 

-  4.9 

86 

88 

Austin- Waco 

2V5.60 

^5.94 

25/5.34 

25/5.84 

12,195 

+17.9 

10,741 

+  8.8 

88 

95 

San  Antonio 

5.63 

5.96 

5.30 

5.50 

20,432 

-  1.6 

17,774 

+  2.3 

87 

84 

Corpus  Christ! 

^/6.00 

^/6.34 

^5.71 

26/6.16 

13,438 

+  5.2 

12,110 

-  .9 

90 

96 

Group  2/ 

5.46 

5.82 

4.90 

5.27 

194.717 

+  5.3 

145.875 

-  .4 

75 

79 

MOUNTAIN 

Eastern  Colorado 

5.31 

— 

4.80 

— 

39,655 

— 

30,436 

— 

77 

— 

Great  Basin 

5.26 

5.25 

4.54 

4.50 

34,351 

+  6.5 

22,124 

+  2.5 

64 

67 

Western  Colorado 

5.26 

5.45 

4.88 

5.18 

2,915 

+  .1 

2,384 

-  5.8 

82 

87 

Colo.  Springs- Peublo 

5.31 

5.60 

4.98 

5.19 

8,949 

-  3.9 

7,429 

-  1.2 

83 

81 

Central  Arizona 

^/5.86 

^/6.10 

^/5.36 

27/5.59 

37,975 

+  2.7 

29,986 

-  1.8 

79 

83 

Group  2/ 

5.56 

5.72 

4.97 

5.10 

84.190 

+  3.4 

61,923 

-  .4 

74 

76 

PACIFIC 

Puget  Sound 

28/4.93 

^5.15 

28/4.10 

28/4.20 

96,173 

+  8.9 

47,108 

+  .7 

49 

53 

Inland  Bnpire 

5.23 

5.38 

4.65 

4.72 

13,536 

-  4.9 

9,706 

-  4.6 

72 

71 

Group  2/ 

4.98 

5.19 

4.17 

4.27 

109,709 

+  7.0 

56,814 

-  .3 

52 

56 

Comparable  markets  TJ 

5.05 

5.29 

4.39 

4.62 

3,907,882 

+  7,1 

2,408,809 

-  .9 

62 

67 

All  markets 

5.04 

5.29 

4.41 

4.62 

4,155,220 

— 

2,601,159 

— 

... 

... 

\J  201-210  mile  zone.  Based  on  markets  effective  as  of  January  1,  1960.  See  footnote  2  on  table  2. 

3/  Standard  milk.  4/  Huntington.  V  At  Cleveland,  Akron,  and  Canton.  Lima.  TJ  Zone  II. 

8/  Except  Oneida,  Vilas,  and  Forest  Counties,  Wisconsin.  £/  At  Rockford.  10/  55-70  mile  zone. 

11/  Base  zone.  12/  Except  Dubuque  and  Jackson  Counties,  Iowa  and  East  I>ibuque,  Illinois.  13/  Polk  County. 
14/  Springfield.  15/  At  Memphis.  16/  Greenville  and  Columbus.  17/  Jackson,  Meridian,  Meadville,  and 
Hattiesburg.  18/  Gulfport  and  Pascagoula.  19/  Benton.  20/  Oklahoma  City.  21/  Wichita  Falls. 

22/  Minden  and  Monroe.  23/  At  New  Orleans  and  Hovnna.  24/  Abilene.  25/  Zone  I.  26/  0-50  mile  zone 
(Mercedes).  27/  Tucson.  28/  District  I. 
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Table  4. --Minimum  prices  established  by  Federal  milk  orders,  f.o.b.  market  or  other  indicated  point,  for  milk  at  basic 

test,  with  butterfat  differentials,  December  1961 


Fat  : 

Price  per  100 

pounds 

Fat  differential  0 

17. 

Market 

test : 

Class  1 

Class  II 

;cias3  III 

Base 

[Excess  1 [ 

Classes 

Blend 

I 

15 

III 

Pet . 

Dollars 

Cents 

NEW  ENGLAND 

Boston  1/ 

3.7 

5.85 

3.46 

4.86 

7.6 

7.6 

7.6 

Springf  ie  Id 

3.7 

6.39 

3.46 

— 

5.63 

— 

— 

7.6 

7.6 

— 

7.6 

Worcester 

3.7 

6.39 

3.46 

— 

5.91 

— 

— 

7.6 

7.6 

— 

7.6 

Southeastern  New  England 

3.7 

6.39 

3.46 

— 

5.83 

— 

— 

7.6 

7.6 

— 

7.6 

Connecticut 

3.7 

6.39 

3.52 

— 

5.79 

— 

— 

8.0 

8.0 

— 

8.0 

MIDDLE  ATLANTIC 

New  York -New  Jersey  1/ 

3.5 

5.62 

3.87 

2/3.16 

4.44 

4.0 

9.4 

2/7.4 

5.6 

Philadelphia 

3.7 

3/6.19 

3.18 

— 

3/4/5.49 

— 

— 

6.9 

6.9 

— 

7.0 

SOUTH  ATLANTIC 

Wilmington 

3.7 

6.04 

3.18 

4/5.40 

6.9 

6.9 

... 

7.0 

Upper  Chesapeake  Bay 

3.5 

5.55 

3.14 

— 

4.91 

— 

— 

7.7 

7.1 

— 

8.0 

Washington,  D.  C. 

3.5 

5.55 

3.14 

— 

4.77 

— 

... 

7.7 

7. 1 

--- 

8.0 

Wheeling 

3.5 

4.99 

3.22 

— 

4.62 

— 

— 

7.9 

7.0 

— 

7.7 

Clarksburg 

3.5 

5.34 

3.22 

— 

5.10 

— 

— 

7.9 

7.0 

— 

7.7 

Tri-State 

3.5 

5/5.02 

5/3.22 

5/3.22 

4/4.73 

— 

— 

7.8 

6.8 

6.8 

7.3 

Appalachian 

4.0 

5.75 

3.48 

— 

5.51 

--- 

— 

7.3 

6.7 

--- 

7.2 

Southeastern  Florida  6/ 

4.0 

6.74 

4.77 

3.88 

6.24 

— 

— 

7.5 

7.5 

7.5 

7.5 

EAST  NORTH  CENTRAL 

Eastern  Group 

Upstate  Michigan 

3.5 

4.66 

3.22 

3.02 

4.02 

_ 

7.0 

7.0 

7.0 

7.0 

Muskegon 

3.5 

4.62 

3.07 

— 

4.02 

4.20 

3.07 

6.8 

6.8 

— 

7.0 

Southern  Michigan 

3.5 

4.40 

3.27 

— 

3.95 

4.07 

3.27 

6.8 

6.8 

— 

7.0 

Toledo 

3.5 

4.56 

3.22 

4/4.26 

— 

— 

7.6 

7.3 

— 

7.5 

Northeastern  Ohio  7/ 

3.5 

4.76 

3.52 

3.22 

4.21 

— 

— 

7.9 

7.0 

7.0 

7.5 

Youngs town-Warren 

3.5 

4.86 

3.22 

--- 

4.55 

— 

— 

7.9 

7.0 

— 

7.7 

North  Central  Ohio 

3.5 

8/4.42 

8/3.22 

— 

4/4.15 

--- 

— 

7.9 

7.0 

— 

7.6 

Columbus  6/ 

3.5 

4.60 

4.20 

3.92 

9/4.61 

— 

— 

7.9 

7.9 

7.6 

7.7 

Dayton-Springf  ie  Id 

3.5 

4.54 

10/3.42 

— 

9/4.45 

— 

— 

7.7 

10/7.3 

— 

7.3 

Cincinnati 

3.5 

4.87 

3.37 

U/3.37 

9/4.81 

-  -- 

--- 

8.3 

7.0 

U/7.0 

7.8 

Western  Group 

Michigan  Upper  Peninsula 

3.5 

12/4.36 

12/3.19 

12/3.04 

4/3.97 

... 

... 

7.6 

7.0 

7.0 

7.4 

Northeastern  Wisconsin  13/  3.5 

3.95 

3.19 

3.19 

3.64 

— 

— 

7.6 

7.0 

7.0 

7.4 

Milwaukee  6/ 

3.5 

3.83 

3.42 

14/3.19 

4/3.70 

— 

— 

7.3 

15/8.0 

7.3 

Rockford -Free port 

3.5 

17/3.99 

17/3.19 

— 

3.84 

— 

— 

7.9 

7.3 

— 

7.3 

Chicago 

3.5 

18/3.97 

3.52 

3.31 

18/3.66 

— 

— 

7.3 

8.6 

7.3 

7.3 

S .Bend-LaPorte-Elkhart 

3.5 

4.29 

3.34 

3.19 

4.00 

— 

— 

7.9 

6.8 

7.3 

7.3 

Fort  Wayne 

3.5 

4.41 

3.22 

— 

4.14 

— 

— 

7.6 

7.0 

— 

7.4 

Ohio  Valley 

4.0 

5.02 

3.70 

— 

4.76 

— 

— 

7.6 

7.3 

— 

7.5 

Indianapolis  19/ 

3.5 

4.57 

3.34 

— 

9/4.69 

— 

— 

7.3 

6.8 

— 

7.1 

Suburban  St.  Louis 

3.5 

19/4.35 

3.22 

9/19/4.28 

--- 

7.3 

7.0 

... 

7.2 

WEST  NORTH  CENTRAL 

Northern  Grou£ 

Duluth- Super lor 

3.5 

3.96 

3.14 

_ 

3.57 

— 

— 

7.9 

7.3 

— 

7.6 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul 

3.5 

3.86 

3.31 

— 

3.68 

— 

— 

7.7 

7.4 

--- 

7.4 

Eastern  South  Dakota 

3.5 

4.61 

3.09 

4.17 

— 

- - 

7.3 

6.7 

— 

7.1 

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell 

3.5 

4.45 

3.05 

— 

4.10 

— 

— 

9.6 

6.8 

— 

7.0 

Black  Hills 

3.5 

5.36 

3.01 

— 

4.93 

— 

— 

10.8 

6.5 

— 

7.0 

North  Central  Iowa  19/ 

3.5 

4.12 

3.31 

— 

4/3.97 

— 

— 

7.3 

7.0 

— 

7.2 

Cedar  Rapids -Iowa  City 

3.5 

4.12 

3.31 

— 

3.83 

— 

— 

7.3 

6.7 

— 

7.0 

Quad  Cities-Dubuque 

3.5 

20/4.17 

3.31 

— 

20/3.91 

— 

— 

7.6 

7.0 

— 

7.4 

Des  Moines  21/ 

3.5 

4.46 

3.31 

— 

4.17 

— 

— 

7.3 

6.7 

— 

7.1 

Sioux  City 

3.5 

4.71 

3.06 

— 

4.16 

— 

— 

9.5 

6.7 

— 

7.0 

Nebraska-Western  Iowa 

3.5 

4.71 

3.29 

—  - 

4.39 

— 

— 

7.6 

7.0 

— 

7.4 

Continued 
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Table  4. --Minimum  prices  established  by  Federal  milk  orders,  f.o.b.  market  or  other  indicated  point,  for  milk  at  basic 

test,  with  butterfat  differentials,  December  1961  -Continued 


Ifarket 

Fat 

test 

Price  per 

100 

pounds 

Fat  differential  0 

17. 

Class  I 

Class  II 

'Class 

III 

■  Blend 

Base 

Classes 

Blend 

I 

II  : 

III 

Pet . 

Dollars 

Cents 

WEST  NORTH  CENTRAL  -Con. 

Southern  Group 

St.  Joseph 

3.5 

4.30 

3.22 

— 

4.14 

— 

— 

7.3 

7.0 

— 

7.2 

St.  Louis 

3.5 

4.45 

3.22 

— 

9/4.39 

— 

— 

7.3 

7.0 

— 

7.0 

Ozarks  22/ 

3.5 

4.18 

3.22 

— 

9/4.07 

— 

— 

7.3 

7.0 

— 

7.0 

Kansas  City 

3.5 

4.40 

3.17 

— 

4.01 

— 

— 

7.3 

7.0 

— 

6.4 

Neosho  Valley 

4.0 

5.07 

3.56 

— 

4.52 

— 

— 

7.6 

7.0 

— 

7.3 

Wichita 

3.8 

4.93 

4. 18 

3.38 

4.38 

— 

— 

7.3 

7.3 

7.0 

7.2 

Southwest  Kansas 

3.8 

4.93 

3.38 

— 

4.38 

— 

--- 

7.6 

7.0 

... 

7.3 

EAST  SOUTH  CENTRAL 

Louisville-Lexington 

3.8 

4.60 

3.63 

3.56 

9/4.74 

— 

— 

7.6 

7.3 

7.3 

6.5 

Paducah 

3.5 

4.71 

3. 19 

— 

4.67 

— 

— 

7.3 

7.0 

--- 

6.5 

Nashville 

4.0 

4.96 

3.50 

— 

4.60 

— 

— 

7.3 

7.0 

— 

7  <2 

Memphis  23/ 

4.0 

5.49 

3.35 

— 

4/5.36 

— 

— 

7.3 

7.0 

— 

6.5 

Knoxville 

4.0 

5.10 

3.40 

— 

4.66 

— 

— 

7.9 

7.0 

— 

7.3 

Chattanooga 

4.0 

5.10 

3.65 

— 

4.66 

— 

— 

7.9 

7.0 

— 

7.6 

Mississippi  Delta  24/ 

4.0 

5.63 

3.35 

— 

5.08 

— 

— 

7.3 

6.7 

— 

7.1 

Central  Mississippi  25/ 

4.0 

5.79 

3.35 

— 

5.01 

— 

— 

7.3 

6.7 

— 

7.0 

Miss.  Gulf  Coast  26/ 

4.0 

5.89 

3.35 

— 

5.03 

— 

— 

7.3 

6.7 

... 

7.1 

WEST  SOUTH  CENTRAL 

Northern  Grou£ 

Central  Arltansas  27/ 

4.0 

5.49 

3.50 

— 

5.29 

— 

--- 

7.3 

7.0 

7.2 

Fort  Smith 

4.0 

5.51 

3.25 

— 

4/5.26 

— 

— 

7.6 

7.0 

— 

7.3 

Oklahoma  Metropolitan  28/ 

3.5 

5.02 

3.20 

— 

4.50 

— 

— 

7.6 

7.0 

— 

7.3 

Red  River  Valley  29/ 

3.5 

5.17 

3.20 

— 

4.  64 

— 

7.6 

7.0 

— 

7.4 

Texas  Panhandle 

4.0 

5.81 

M/3.56 

— 

5.01 

— 

— 

7.3 

M/6.7 

—  - 

7.1 

Southern  Group 

Northern  Louisiana  31/ 

4.0 

5.93 

3.56 

— 

4/32/5.55 

— 

— 

7.3 

6.7 

--- 

7.2 

New  Orleans  33/ 

4.0 

5.89 

3.54 

--- 

5.04 

— 

— 

7.3 

6.7 

— 

7.1 

North  Texas 

4.0 

5.59 

34/3.56 

— 

4.97 

--- 

— 

7.6 

34/7.0 

— 

7.0 

Central  West  Texas  35/ 

4.0 

5.84 

36/3.56 

— 

5.49 

— 

— 

7.6 

36/7.0 

— 

7.3 

Austin-Waco  37/ 

4.0 

5.97 

3.56 

— 

4/5.68 

— 

7.3 

6.7 

— 

6.7 

San  Antonio 

4.0 

6.01 

38/3.57 

— 

5.63 

— 

— 

7.6 

38/6.5 

— 

6.7 

Corpus  Christi 

4.0 

39/6.37 

40/3.56 

— 

V39/6.07 

— 

— 

7.3 

40/6.7 

— 

7.2 

MOUNTAIN 

Eastern  Colorado 

3.5 

5.31 

3.22 

— 

4.80 

— 

— 

7.9 

7.3 

— 

7.7 

Great  Basin 

3.5 

5.26 

3.36 

3.21 

4.54 

4.73 

3.21 

8.2 

7.0 

7.0 

7.7 

Western  Colorado 

3.5 

5.26 

3.22 

— 

4/4.88 

— 

— 

8.2 

7.3 

— 

8.0 

Colorado  Springs -Pueblo 

3.5 

5.31 

3.22 

— 

4.98 

— 

— 

7.9 

7.3 

— 

7.8 

Central  Arizona  41/ 

3.8 

6.11 

3.42 

— 

5.60 

— 

— 

8.2 

7.0 

— 

7.9 

PACIFIC 

Puget  Sound  42/ 

4.0 

5.31 

43/3.50 

... 

4.48 

4.58 

3.74 

7.6 

43/7.3 

... 

44/7.5 

Inland  Empire 

4.0 

5.62 

«/3.50 

5.03 

7.8 

45/7.3 

7.6 

1/  201-210  mile  zone. 

2/ 

Class  III 

(butter-cheese) 

$3.06,  7.19. 

3/  Standard  milk. 

4/  Individual  handler 

pool.  5/  Huntington. 

6/ 

Class  IV 

prices  and 

differentials:  Southeastern  Florida, 

$3.18 

7.59;  Columbus 

$3.27,  7. Of;  Milwaukee,  $3.14, 

7.2t. 

7/  At  Cleveland, 

Akron,  and  Canton. 

8/  Lima. 

9/  Includes 

payment 

for  fall  production  fund: 

Columbus,  27 f 

Dayton-Springfie Id , 

259;  Cincinnati, 

359;  Indianapolis,  399;  Suburban 

St.  Louis,  14f;  St.  Louis,  16c;  Ozarks ,  16c;  Louisville-Lexington,  44c.  10/  Class  II  (butter)  $3.25,  6.8C. 

11/  Class  III  (butter)  $3.37,  6.6c.  12/  Zone  II.  13/  Except  Oneida,  Vilas,  and  Forest  Counties,  Wisconsin. 

14/  Class  Ill(a) ,  same  as  Class  III.  15/  When  handler's  lowest  priced  use  is  Class  III.  16/  When  handler's 

lowest  priced  use  is  in  this  class.  17/  At  Rockford.  18/  55-70  mile  zone.  19/  Base  zone.  20/  Except 
Dubuque  and  Jackson  Counties,  Iowa  and  East  Dubuque,  Illinois.  21/  Polk  County.  22/  Springfield. 

23/  At  Memphis.  24/  Greenville  and  Columbus.  25/  Jackson,  Meridian,  Meadville,  and  Hattiesburg. 

26/  Gulfport  and  Pascagoula.  27/  Benton.  ^/  Oklahoma  City.  29/  Wichita  Falls.  30/  Class  II 
(Cheddar  cheese)  $3.36,  6.7c.  31/  Minden  and  Monroe.  32/  Associated  producers  paid  an  average  of  $1.99. 

(Handler  blend  price  less  Class  II).  33/  At  New  Orleans  and  Houma.  34/  Class  II  (Cheddar  cheese)  $3.37,  7.0C. 

35/  Abilene.  36/  Class  II  (Cheddar  cheese)  $3.14,  7.0c.  37/  Zone  I.  38/  Class  II  (Cheddar  cheese) 

$3.14,  6.5c.  39/  0-50  mile  zone  (Mercedes).  40/  Class  II  (Cheddar  cheese)  $3.14,  6.7C.  41/  Tucson. 

42/  District  I.  43/  Class  II  (ice  cream,  condensed,  and  cottage  cheese)  $3.75,  7.3C-  44/  Fat  differential 

for  base  7.5C  and  excess  7.3C.  45/  Class  11(a)  $3.75,  7.3C- 
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Table  5- — Federal  milk  order  Class  I  formula  price  information  and  gross  Class  I  usage  (with  con^arisons), 

December  I96I 


Formula  Factors 

Gross  Class  I 

: Receipts 

from 

Market 

Basic 

price 

1/ 

;  Fluid  ; 

•  diff.  • 

;  2/  ; 

Sea-  : 

Supply- 

demand 

3/ 

Other 

1 Class  I  ■ 
‘.price 

Dec.  1961 

;  Change 
:from 

; producers 
:of  Class 

as  ^ 
I 

sonal  : 

:Dec. 

:1960 

:  Dec.  : 

:  1961  : 

Dec. 

i960 

Dollars 

per  100  pounds 

1,000  lb. 

Pet. 

Percent 

NEW  ENGLAND 

Boston 

5.76  E 

— 

+0.43 

-0.40 

+0.06 

5.85 

99,572 

+  6.6 

165 

156 

Springfield 

6.30  E 

— 

+  .43 

-  .40 

+  .06 

6.39 

13,312 

+  2.2 

U8 

132 

Worcester 

6.30  E 

— 

+  .43 

-  .40 

+  .06 

6.39 

13,093 

-27.7 

113 

123 

Southeastern  N. England 

6.30  E 

— 

+  .i^3 

-  .40 

+  .06 

6.39 

40,979 

+  .8 

133 

137 

Connecticut 

6.30  E 

— 

+  .43 

-  .40 

+  .06 

6.39 

70,109 

-  2.4 

127 

123 

Group  ^ 

— 

— 

--- 

— 

— 

225,052 

150 

15? 

MIDDLE  ATLANTIC 

New  York-New  Jersey 

5-57  E 

— 

+  .37 

-  .32 

— 

5.62 

1/ 

— 

— 

— 

Philadelphia 

5.70  E 

— 

+  .40 

0 

+  .09 

6.19 

97,859 

-  9-7 

131 

125 

Group  ^ 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

7/ 

SOUTH  ATLANTIC 

Wilmington 

5-55  E 

— 

+  .40 

— 

+  .09 

6.04 

14,920 

+148.7 

124 

93 

Upper  Chesapeake  Bay  ^  - 

— 

— 

— 

— 

5.55 

42,461 

+  7.3 

134 

128 

V/ashington,  D.  C. 

— 

— 

— 

— 

5.55 

54,841 

-  1.4 

147 

137 

I'/heeling 

3.21  M 

1.73 

+  .15 

-  .08 

-  .02 

4.99 

11,774 

-  4.3 

116 

103 

Clarksburg 

3.21  M 

1.98 

+  .15 

+  .04 

-  .04 

5.34 

'  ‘^,765 

-  5.5 

113 

115 

Tri -State 

3.22  B 

1.59 

+  .28 

-  .06 

— 

5.02 

19,238 

-  1.6 

110 

101 

Appalachian 

3.65  B 

1.92 

+  .18 

— 

— 

5.75 

17,799 

+12.3 

in 

n6 

Southeastern  Florida 

7.00  S 

— 

— 

-  .26 

— 

6.74 

35,739 

+  1.2 

122 

125 

Group  ^ 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

159,  O&J 

+  6.3 

I25 

122 

EAST  NORTH  CENTRAL 
Eastern  Group 

Upstate  Michigan 

3.22  B 

1.28 

+  .17 

4.66 

3,128 

-  5.0 

157 

126 

Muskegon 

3.22  B 

1.25 

+  .15 

— 

— 

4.62 

6,520 

+  3.3 

154 

134 

Southern  Michigan 

3.22  B 

IA3 

+  .20 

-  .45 

— 

4.40 

174,589 

-  3-9 

168 

142 

Toledo 

3.22  B 

1.1^5 

+  .20 

-  .30 

— 

4.56 

22,589 

-  .6 

129 

120 

Northeastern  Ohio 

3.22  B 

1.65 

+  .15 

-  .25 

— 

4.76 

89,815 

-  5.4 

163 

143 

Youngstown-Warren  ^ 

3.22  B 

1.65 

+  .15 

-  .25 

+  .10 

4.86 

16,975 

— 

122 

— 

North  Central  Ohio 

3.22  B 

1.31 

+  .15 

-  .25 

— 

4.42 

16,431 

-  8.2 

132 

120 

Columbus 

3.30  B 

1.10 

— 

+  .20 

— 

4.60 

25,676 

+11.4 

128 

125 

Dayton-Springfield 

3.32  B 

1.20 

— 

+  .02 

— 

4.54 

27,601 

- 1.5 

139 

134 

Cincinnati 

3.33  B 

1.30 

— 

+  .24 

— 

4.87 

36,756 

+  7.9 

136 

133 

Group  6/ 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

402,489 

-  2.2 

155 

138 

Western  Group 

4.36 

7,514 

Mich.  Upper  Peninsula 

3.21  M 

1.17 

-  .02 

— 

— 

-  2.0 

131 

121 

Northeastern  Wisconsin 

3.21  M 

.7'i 

0 

— 

— 

3,95 

23,135 

-  2.0 

l64 

137 

Milwaukee 

3.21  M 

.86 

0 

-  .24 

— 

3.83 

46,919 

+15.6 

133 

119 

Rockford-Freeport 

3.31  w 

.92 

0 

-  .24 

— 

3.99 

5,160 

+16.1 

128 

106 

Chicago 

3-31  w 

.90 

0 

-  .24 

— 

3.97 

193,104 

-  7-0 

257 

216 

S . Bend-LaPorte-Elkhart 

3.21  M 

1.10 

0 

-  .02 

— 

4.29 

11,744 

-38.8 

139 

129 

Fort  Wayne 

3.21  M 

1.20 

— 

— 

— 

4.4l 

12,566 

+64.1 

127 

135 

Ohio  Valley  ^ 

3.69  B 

1.25 

+  .08 

— 

— 

5.02 

15,347 

+16.1 

124 

n6 

Indianapolis  8/ 

3-32  B 

1.25 

— 

— 

— 

4.57 

56,395 

— 

128 

— 

Suburban  St.  Louis  ^ 
Group  ^ 

WEST  NORTH  CENTRAL 
Northern  Group 
Duluth-Superior 

3^31  W 

1.30 

0 

— 

-  .26 

4.35 

22,517 

+12.6 

122 

in 

y-M 

— 

— 

-r- 

— 

— 

299,824 

-  3.2 

215 

187 

3.21  M 

.90 

-  .15 

3.96 

7,640 

-  4.9 

184 

178 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul 

3.21  M 

.86 

-  .10 

-  .10 

— 

3.86 

55,876 

+  3-7 

166 

151 

Eastern  South  Dalcota 

3-21  M 

l.ltO 

— 

— 

— 

4.61 

2,573 

+  1.7 

131 

119 

Sioinc  Falls-Mitchell 

3.05  B 

i.to 

— 

— 

— 

4.45 

6,476 

+  2.0 

132 

126 

Black  Hills 

3.21  M 

2.15 

— 

— 

— 

5.36 

3,092 

-  1.8 

124 

120 

North  Central  Iowa 

3.31  w 

1.05 

0 

-  .24 

— 

4.12 

19,379 

-  8.3 

121 

112 

Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City 

3.31  w 

1.05 

0 

-  .24 

— 

4.12 

11,566 

-  3-0 

152 

122 

Quad  Cities-Dubuque 

3.31  w 

1.10 

0 

-  .24 

— 

4.17 

13,197 

+  1.2 

142 

130 

Des  Moines 

3.31  w 

1.25 

0 

-  .24 

+  .14 

4.46 

19,079 

+  4.4 

132 

120 

Sioux  City 

3.31  L 

i.to 

— 

— 

— 

4.71 

3,705 

-  8.7 

147 

131 

Nebraska-Western  Iowa 

3.31  L 

l.ltO 

— 

— 

— 

4.71 

33.212 

+  .5 

129 

n2 

Group  6/ 

■  r*- 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

175,281 

+  .1 

II»6 

131 

Continued 
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Table  5. --Federal  milk  order  Class  I  formula  price  informatioa  and  gross  Class  I  usage  (with  comparisons), 

December  1961  -Continued 


Formula  factors 

:  Gross  Class  1 

: Receipts 
:  producers 
:of  Class 

from 

Market 

Basic 

price 

1/ 

;  Fluid  ; 

;  diff.  • 

:  2/  : 

Sea- 

\  Supply- 
demand 
:  3/ 

Other 

|Clas8  1 
[price  5/ 

;  Dec.  1961 

:Change 

:froin 

as  % 
I 

sonal 

bJ 

:Dec. 

;  Dec.  : 

Dec. 

:1960 

:  1961  : 

1960 

Dollars 

per  100 

pounds 

1,000  lb. 

Pet, 

Percent 

WEST  NORTH  CENT.  -Con. 

Southern  Group 

St.  Joseph  8/ 

3.21  B 

1.39 

+0.10 

-0.30 

-0. 10 

4.30 

10,074 

117 

St.  Louis 

3.31  W 

1.40 

0 

-  .02 

-  .24 

4.45 

48,537 

-  3.8 

123 

109 

Ozarks 

3.31  W 

1.13 

0 

-  .02 

-  .24 

4.18 

12,896 

+15.4 

141 

122 

Kansas  City 

3.21  B 

1.39 

+  .10 

-  .30 

— 

4.40 

41,281 

-  2.4 

151 

144 

Neosho  Valley 

3.66  M 

1.34 

+  .11 

— 

-  .04 

5.07 

8,100 

+11.4 

156 

165 

Wichita 

3.48  M 

1.57 

— 

-  ,12 

— 

4.93 

15,461 

-  4.5 

161 

140 

Southwest  Kansas 

3.48  M 

1.65 

-  .21 

+  .01 

4.93 

3,919 

-11.2 

151 

123 

Group  ^/ 

— 

— 

... 

--- 

— 

130,170 

-  1.2 

141 

129 

EAST  SOUTH  CENTRAL 

Lou is V i 1 le -Lex Ingt  on 

3.54  B 

1.25 

-  .34 

+  .15 

4.60 

30,754 

-  2.6 

144 

128 

Paducah 

3.21  M 

1.30 

+  .20 

... 

— 

4.71 

7,423 

-  .2 

99 

104 

Nashville 

3.66  B 

1.35 

+  .15 

-  .20 

— 

4.96 

20,787 

-  1.1 

129 

123 

Memphis 

3.75  C 

1.74 

— 

0 

— 

5.49 

20,884 

+20.1 

106 

105 

Knoxville 

3.66  6 

1.50 

— 

-  .06 

— 

5,10 

12,973 

-  2.7 

128 

116 

Chattanooga 

3.65  B 

1.75 

— 

-  .30 

— 

5.10 

10,883 

+  .9 

136 

127 

Mississippi  Delta 

3.66  M 

1.97 

— 

— 

5.63 

7,017 

-  .1 

130 

116 

Central  Mississippi 

3.66  M 

2.13 

— 

— 

— 

5.79 

11,780 

-  7.7 

146 

134 

Mississippi  Gulf  Coast 

3.66  M 

2.23 

— 

— 

— 

5.89 

4,659 

+  6.0 

150 

135 

Group  6/ 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

126,878 

+  1.5 

130 

122 

WEST  SOUTH  CENTRAL 

Northern  Group 

Central  Arkansas 

3.75  C 

1.74 

... 

0 

... 

5.49 

15,017 

-  3.8 

110 

108 

Fort  Smith 

3.66  M 

1.75 

+  .10 

... 

... 

5.51 

3,616 

+11.1 

111 

107 

(Btlahoma  Metropolitan 

3.21  M 

1.78 

+  .10 

-  .07 

— 

5.02 

34,371 

-  3.2 

140 

128 

Red  River  Valley 

3.21  M 

1.93 

+  .10 

-  .07 

... 

5.17 

11,801 

-  8.9 

132 

112 

Texas  Panhandle 

3.66  M 

2.05 

-  .20 

— 

— 

5.81 

10,707 

-  5.5 

151 

123 

Group  6/ 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

... 

75,510 

-  4.0 

133 

120 

Southern  Group 

Northern  Louisiana 

3.66  M 

2.27 

5.93 

12,675 

+  2.3 

117 

117 

New  Orleans 

3.66  M 

2.61 

+  .07 

-  .45 

— 

5.89 

23,905 

+  3.5 

157 

153 

North  Texas 

3.66  M 

2.12 

+  .13 

-  .32 

... 

5.59 

58,872 

-  2.1 

139 

127 

Central  West  Texas 

3.66  M 

2.37 

+  .13 

-  .32 

— 

5.84 

12,581 

-  4.3 

116 

115 

Austin-Waco 

3.66  M 

2.50 

+  .13 

-  .32 

— 

5.97 

11,244 

+  9.2 

108 

100 

San  Antonio 

3.66  M 

2.54 

+  .13 

-  .32 

... 

6.01 

19,653 

-  .9 

104 

105 

Corpus  Christ! 

3.66  M 

2.90 

+  .13 

-  .32 

— 

6.37 

12,458 

-  1.9 

108 

101 

Group  6/ 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

151,162 

+  .2 

129 

123 

MOUNTAIN 

Eastern  Colorado  8/ 

3.21  M 

2.10 

— 

— 

5.31 

30,528 

130 

— 

Great  Basin 

3.21  M 

2.05 

— 

0 

— 

5.26 

22,290 

+  3.5 

154 

150 

Western  Colorado 

3.21  M 

2.05 

— 

... 

— 

5.26 

2,384 

-  5.8 

122 

115 

Colo.  Springs -Pueblo 

3.21  M 

2.10 

— 

— 

5.31 

7,521 

-  .2 

119 

124 

Central  Arizona 

3.48  M 

2.75 

— 

-  .12 

— 

6.11 

30,005 

-  1.8 

127 

121 

Group  6/ 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

62,200 

+  .1 

135 

131 

PACIFIC 

Puget  Sound 

3.66  M 

1.65 

5.31 

47,206 

+  .7 

204 

188 

Inland  Empire 

3.66  M 

1.90 

+  .06 

— 

5.62 

9,706 

-  4.7 

139 

140 

Group  6/ 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

56,911 

-  .3 

193 

180 

Comparable  markets  9/ 

— 

— 

... 

... 

... 

— 

1^/2,409,680 

-  .6 

162 

150 

All  markets  6/ 

--- 

... 

... 

... 

... 

... 

10/2,601,709 

--- 

160 

150 

V  Based  on:  E-Economic  index;  B-Butter-nonfat  dry  milk  prices;  C^Cheese  price  formula;  L- Local  manufacturing  milk 
prices;  M-Midwest  condensery  prices;  S-Special  in  order;  W-Minnesota-Wisconsin  manufacturing  milk  price. 


2/  Annual  rate.  3/  Computed  amount.  4/  Bracketing  except;  price  and/or  supply-demand  adjustment  limited  by 

minimum  or  maximum,  or  relation  to  other  markets:  Wheeling,  Clarksburg,  Youngstown-Warren,  Suburban  St.  Louis, 

Des  Moines,  St.  Joseph,  St.  Louis,  Ozarks,  Neosho  Valley,  Southwest  Kansas,  Louisville-Lexington.  5/  For  butterfat 
percentage  and  location  at  which  price  is  reported,  see  table  4.  ^  Adjusted  for  duplication  due  to  Intermarket 

transfers.  TJ  Data  not  available.  8/  Excluded  from  group  total.  9/  Based  on  markets  effective 
January  1,  1960.  Excludes  Upper  Chesapeake  Bay,  Youngstown-Warren,  Ohio  Valley,  Indianapolis,  Suburban  St.  Louis, 

St.  Joseph,  and  Eastern  Colorado.  Adjusted  for  duplication  due  to  Intermarket  transfers.  10/  Includes  New  York- 
New  Jersey  producer  milk  only. 
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information  is  available,  November  1961,  with  comparisons 
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Table  6. --Whole  milk,  skim  milk  items,  milk  and  cream  mixtures,  and  cream  sold  in  marketing  areas  defined  by  Federal  milk  orders,  for  markets  where  such 

Information  is  available,  November  1961,  with  comparisons  -Continued 
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Table  7---Prices  and  economic  indexes  used  in  Federal  milk  order  formulas  to  determine  December  I96I  prices,  with  coii5)arisons 
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Converted  to  3"5p  butterfat  test  by  using  Chicago  butterfat  differential.  2/  Equivalent  price  determined  by  U.S.D.A.  ^  No  quotation  reported. 
Base  years:  i960  data,  1936- Uo  and  I961  data  I957-58. 


